loan. Panakala Rao lost the promissory note. Kasirao did not pay
the amount even though the period of limitation was fast
approaching, What can Panakala Rao do?

*   Under Order 7 Rule 16, C.P.C, where the suit is founded
upon a negotiable instrument and it is proved that the
instrument is lost and an indemnity is given by the plaintiff,
the court may pass such decree, So, Panakala Rao can file a
suit against Kasirao and prove execution of pronotc by leading
oral evidence.

33.     Sudhakar Reddy filed a suit for permanent injunction
against his cousin, Rama Subba Reddy restraining him from
interfering with his possession and enjoyment of the land
measuring Ac, 1-50 cents. He also filed a petition under Order
39 Rule 1, C.P.C., for a temporary injunction, In support of his
claim, the plaintiff, Sudhakar Reddy filed cist receipts* certified
copies of No,2 Adangal and other revenue records. He also filed
sworn affidavits of the neighbouring land owners, The defendant
also filed some cist receipts and third party affidavits. Each party
alleges that the affidavits filed by the other do not contain correct
facts. What is the value of the third party affidavits?

*   Under Order 19 Rule 1, C.P.C, any court may order that any
particular fact may be proved by affidavit of any witness and
where it appears to the court that either party bona fide
desires the production of a witness for cross-examination

* such witness can be directed to be produced, The affidavits
shall be confined to such facts as the deponent is able of his
own knowledge to prove the facts. Under Order 39 Rule 1,
C.P.C., where in any suit it is proved by affidavit that the
property in dispute is in danger of being wasted, damaged or
alienated by any party to the suit or the defendant threatens
to dispossess the plaintiff etc., the court may grant a temporary
injunction,

34.   Sugunakara Rao filed a suit for declaration of his title and
for possession of the plaint schedule Ac. 2-00 of wet land against
the defendant, Haragopal alleging that the defendant was in
wrongful possession of his land. In fact, that defendant Haragopal,
the sole defendant, died long back. After filing of the suitt he
came to know of the death of the defendant and the plaintiff,
Sugunakara Rao filed a petition under Order 22, C.P.C,, to bring
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